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My dear Judge Marsilliot: 


I wish to thank you for your clear, forcible and con- 
vincing statement relative to the Romanizing activities 
within the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United 
States of America. 


No doubt your calm and judicial statement, based upon 
your findings, after intensive research and exhaustive 
study of the evidence within your hands, with which your 
training as jurist and Judge peculiarly fit you to deal, 
will come as a distinct shock to thousands of laymen 
within the Church and to some of the younger clergy. I 
might include also some of the older Priests and Bishops 
who have been so absorbed in their own immediate prob- 
lems that they have failed to perceive and duly consider 
what is going on round about them. 


For thirty years I have watched this Romanizing proc- 
ess working within the Protestant Episcopal Church. As 
a Bishop, I have studied the mode of procedure of those 
devoted to that alien cause and beheld the attendant 
wreckage in various parishes and missions when Ameri- 
can Churchmen, resenting the introduction of Roman us- 
ages, have left the Church. One hesitates to speak of 
larger units, but facts have a way of speaking for them- 
selves, especially when large bodies of laymen rise in 
revolt in their effort to preserve the Church of their 
fathers and their own American heritage. 


You have done a convincing and courageous piece of 
work. All who wish to preserve the basic principles on 
which depends the comprehensive character of our Church 
are your debtors. Had the laity fully comprehended 
what the removal of “The Thirty-Nine Articles” from the 
Prayer Book connoted, I doubt if the resolution to omit 
them would have passed the last General Convention. 
If your convincing statement is placed in the hands of the 
laity of the Church, I do not believe that the next Gen- 
eral Convention will vote to omit the Thirty-Nine Articles. 
These Articles are the precious heritage as well as the 
landmarks of ancient battles, many of which must now 
be fought over again. 


The issue is now squarely—shall we have an Ameri- 
can Church or a Romanglo Catholic Church, an anaemic 
imitation of the Roman? I believe that American Church- 
men wish an American Church and will see to it that we, 
and our children after us, have it. The issue is squarely 
joined. 


Those who would Romanize and destroy the Protestant 
Episcopal Church, and the Church of England, organized 
their forces nearly seventy-five years ago. We who would 
preserve the Church of our fathers are beginning our or- 
ganization seventy-five years late. There is no time to be 
lost. 


Those who are ignorant of the facts say we are “unduly 
alarmed.” There is no use waiting to be alarmed until our 
Romanized brethren say a “Requiem Mass” over the corpse 
of the Protestant Episcopal Church in some parish where 
Washington, who fought for American freedom and worked 
for an American Church, once humbly worshipped. It 
will then be too late. Too many ecclesiastical ostriches 
obstruct the landscape. We must face facts now and 
deal with them. 


Your able contribution of facts will help clarify the 
situation in the minds of thousands of earnest and loyal 
Churchmen who love the Protestant Episcopal Church and 
would see her Apostolic simplicity and spirit, freedom and 
sanity preserved free from medieval Roman intrusions. 
A six months sojourn and study of Italy would shatter 
the illusions and start on the road to ecclesiastical health 
many now stricken with Roman fever. As Bishop Tuttle 
wiseiy said, we wish a Church “American in. flavor.” 


You are doing a splendid piece of constructive work in 
rousing the laymen. I thank you and wish you success. 


Faithfully yours, 


ROBERT L. HARRIS. 
RLH/T 


THE PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF NORTH TEXAS 


E, CECIL SEAMAN, BISHOP 
1510 TYLER STREET 


AMARILLO, TEXAS 
April 6, 1927. 


Mr. C. L. Marsilliot, 
Exchange Building, 
Memphis, Tenn. 


Dear Mr. Marsilliot: 


It is good to know that your pamphlet revealing the 
attack from within upon the Protestant Episcopal Church 
is going into its sixth edition. I believe it will arouse 
our laymen to greater concern about their Church, which 
has been the bulwark of English and American liberties 
and the bright light to dissipate the darkness of many 
superstitions. 


Any thoughtful reader must see that if the Thirty- 
Nine Articles are not printed in the Book of Common 
Prayer or mentioned in the Constitution, they will not 
appear anywhere as the official teaching of the Church; 
and if they are removed from our official documents, 
such removal is tantamount to their repudiation. With 
these Articles of Religion out of sight; there will be a 
clearer field for those who would run counter to the 
Church’s teachings in which all of our communicants have 
for centuries been baptized or admitted by confirmation, 
and we may expect a considerable practice of masses, 
Maryolatry, invocation of other saints, adoration of relics 
and superstitious veneration of the elements of Holy Com- 
munion, and a corresponding suppression of the evan- 
gelical use of the Bible and reduction of emphasis upon 
straightforward ethics. 


It is worthy the notice of laymen also that those who 
are making this attack upon the Protestant, i. e. non- 
Roman and Biblical, doctrine of the Church, are also 
encouraging the printing and use of certificates of baptism, 
confirmation, ordination and the donation and consecration 


of churches and other quasi-legal documents from which 
has been deleted the name of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church. Thus far the Church’s property is nearly all 
held under the legal title of “The Protestant Episcopal 
Church;” but it is reasonable to presume that when the 
commonly used name of the Church has been changed 
and her doctrine has been changed, the next move will 
be to wrest the property from its present title. Vestry- 
men and other laymen may well ponder 


The logical end 
Of this Romeward trend, 


and ask each of the anti-Protestant-Episcopal ministers 
of the Protestant Episcopal Church: “Quo Vadis” and 
“What are you taking with you?” 


Really though, it seems to me less distressing that any 
number of our Romanesque clergy and laity should go to 
Rome and take with them some of the material fabric 
of our Church than the medieval superstitions and abuses 
of Rome should in this twentieth century be insinuated 
into this American Church of ours, with its truly catholic 
heritage purified by a constructive Protestant spirit. 


I am sure our Bishops, Clergy and laity will vote right 
in the next General Convention if you succeed in getting 
them to think this thing through. If you do so succeed, 
you will be a real peace-maker in the Church. May God 
bless you. 


Faithfully and cordially, 
E. CECIL SEAMAN. 


SHALL THE PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL 
CHURCH BE DESTROYED? 


Where Is It Drifting? 


Shall the Church Barter Its Precious Liberties 


For a Mess of Ceremonial Pottage? 
By 


C. L. MARSILLIOT, 
Memphis, Tenn. 


To the Laity of the Protestant Episcopal Church In the 
United States of America: 


As a layman of more than forty years of membership 
in the Church, standing for the preservation in their pres- 
ent integrity of its Constitution, Doctrine, Discipline and 
Worship, the writer believes that the time has arrived 
when there should be a plain statement of facts con- 
cerning the issue created by the so-called ‘Anglo-Cath- 
olic’, or “Catholic”, Movement, and which issue must 
be squarely met at the next General Convention, to be 
held in Washington, D. C., in the Fall of 1928. 

It is a matter of common knowledge that, prior to the 
Reformation, in the sixteenth century, the Church of Eng- 
land was under the domination of Rome. At the Refor- 
mation, the Church, while retaining a liturgical form 
of worship, discarded the Roman doctrines of the Sacri- 
fice of the Mass, Reservation and Adoration of the Sacra- 
ment, Purgatory, Invocation of Saints, Worship of Images 
and Relics, the so-called Seven Christ-ordained Sacra- 
ments, Auricular Confession and Priestly Intervention. 
The action of the Church on this subject at that time 
is set forth in certain Articles of Religion found in the 
Prayer Book and hereinafter quoted. 


THE STRUGGLE TO ROMANIZE THE CHURCH OF 
ENGLAND BEGINS. 


In 1833, however, there began in the Church of England 
what was known as the Oxford, or Tractarian, Movement, 
having for its object the reintroduction into the Church 
of all of these doctrines and practices which had thus 
been abandoned at the Reformation. 


The means adopted by the originators of this move- 
ment for the attainment of their ends challenge attention. 

About the middle of the last century there began the 
organization in the English Church of a number of secret 
and semi-secret societies for the purpose of quietly dis- 
seminating in the Church these Roman doctrines, repudi- 
ated at the Reformation, until such time as they might 
gain sufficient strength to do so openly. 

Among the first of these societies was the Order of the 
Holy Cross, a monastic fraternity, founded in 1855. Its 
members were obligated “To (a) celebrate, or at least hear, 
Mass (if possible) on all Sundays and other Holy Days; 
(b) to say Mass or Communicate fasting since the mid- 
night preceding; and (c) to use sacramental confession 
as the conscience required.” 

In 1862, a semi-secret society, known as the “Confra- 
ternity of the Blessed Sacrament,” was formed for the pur- 
pose of teaching the doctrine of the Real Presence (or the 
miraculous change of the Communion elements into the 
actual Body and Blood of our Lord) and the sacrifice of 
the Mass. 

A third, and secret, society was launched in 1862, known 
as the “Guild of All Souls,” to propagate within the Church 
the doctrine of Purgatory and the offering of Masses to 
release the departed from Purgatorial flames. 

Here it should be observed that all three of these organi- 
zations have had their counterpart, under identically the 
same names, in active operation in the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America for many years. 

In 1876 there arose in the Church of England the “Order 
of Corporate Reunion,” which held its first secret Synod 
in London on July 2, 1877, and the object of which, as its 
name implies, was to bring about union of the Anglican 
and Roman Catholic Churches. 

Later, there was formed a very secret society, the “Order . 
of the Holy Redeemer,” within which there was an inner 
circle, known as the “Brotherhood of the Holy Cross,” the 
third rule of which was as follows: 

“That, as the work of the B. H. C. can best be ac- 
complished without opposition, its very existence be 
kept in strict secrecy.” 

In 1880 there appeared another and similar organization, 
called the ‘Society of St. Osmund,” which published, for 
the use of its Clerical members, a book entitled “Cere- 
monial of the Alter,” containing the Roman “Canon of the 
Mass.” 
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All of these societies were engaged in the clandestine 
propagation in the Church of England of doctrines and 
practices forbidden by its law—boring from within—until, 
through the neglect of the laity of the English Church to 
assert their right to insist upon obedience to the law of the 
Church and to put a stop to this movement, it has now 
assumed such proportions as to seriously threaten the dis- 
ruption of the Church. 


THE ATTACK ON THE CHURCH IN AMERICA. 


Shortly after its inception, this Oxford, or “Catholic” 
Movement found its way to America. Composed of a few 
Bishops and a minority of the Clergy and laity, but, be- 
cause thoroughly organized and apparently well supplied 
with funds, and through the apathy and neglect of the 
laity, it has been permitted to exercise an influence in the 
Church altogether out of proportion to its numerical 
strength. : 

Starting with the importation of the Order of the Holy 
Cross, Confraternity of the Blessed Sacrament and Guild of 
All Souls, this “Catholic” Party in the Church now has or- 
ganized and in full operation the following additional 
societies, all working day and night for the spread of 
their propaganda: 

Society of St. John the Evangelist (Cowley Fathers), 
monastic, which maintains three parishes and a house at 
Harvard University; 

Order of St. Francis, monks, which maintains two 
parishes. 

These two monastic orders are centers of propaganda 
and missions to teach the doctrine of the Mass and others 
forbidden by the law of the Church. 

Society of Oblates of Mount Calvary, Priests associated 
with the Order of the Holy Cross, under a semi-monastic 
rule; . 

Confraternity of the Love of God, to further the “Cath- 
olic” religion in this Church; 

League of the Blessed Virgin, devoted “To learning and 
teaching the place of Our Lady in the Incarnation, giving 
Our Lady the honor due her as the Mother of God, and to 
seek, through her intercession, our sanctification and that 
of all other members of the Catholic Church;” 


Confraternity of the Christian Life, for laymen, and 
under the Order of the Holy Cross; 

Order of the Nail, a secret society, with headquarters 
at Stamford, Conn.; 


3 


Just here it may be well to quote (from the “Church- 
man”, N. Y., of Feb. 28, 1925) what Dr. Frederick M. 
Townsend, its President says of that society: 


“Our organization is secret to a certain extent, be- 
cause in the meetings personalities must be discussed, 
and there are other things that would not be well served 
by publicity.” 

What are the “Other things” that cannot bear the light 
of publicity? 


Federation of Catholic Priests, to promote open Reserva- 
tion of the Sacrament, to teach the Invocation of Saints, 
all in violation of the law of the Church; to promote pen- 
nance and fasting communions and to contend for “Cath- 
olic” discipline and order in the Church; 


Living Rosary of Our Lady and St. Dominic, with head- 
quarters at Philadelphia, Pa.; 


Central Conference of Associated Catholic Priests, com- 
posed of Clergy of the First, Second and Third Provinces, 
who unite to promote “Catholic” doctrine and practice; 

Clerical Union for the Maintenance and Defence of 
Catholic Principles, composed of Priests in and near New 
York, Philadelphia, Boston and Baltimore, who unite for 
the promotion of “Catholic” doctrines in the Church; 

Priests Associate of the Order of the Holy Cross, Priests 
who are unable, by reason of marriage or for some other 
cause, to become members of the Oblates of Mount Calvary, 
and who assist in the work of the Order of the Holy Cross; 

Associates of the Society of St. John the Evangelist, 
laymen who have a rule of life; 

Guild of St. Vincent, a “Catholic” Guild for Acolytes; 

Guild of the Ascension, a guild for Priests, theological 
students and laymen, under the “Catholic” rule of life. 

Tertiaries of the Order of St. Francis, for men and women; 

Congregation of the Companions of the Holy Saviour, a 
group of Priests and laymen (candidates for orders) who 
live under a semi-monastic rule; 

League for “Catholic” Action, to promote “Catholic” 
teaching in the Church by means of literature, retreats, 
sermons, addresses and readings; 

Together with eighteen Sisterhoods having houses and 
convents at various points. These Sisterhoods maintain 
schools for girls, teach in Sunday, Schools and are dis- 
pensing widespread “Catholic” propaganda throughout the 
country. Six of these Sisterhoods have Orders of Asso- 
ciates. 
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Not only is this “Catholic” doctrine spread by means 
of all of these organizations, but through publications such 
as the “Living Church,” “American Church Monthly,” 
“The Witness,” “Catholic Churchman,’ and “Holy Cross 
Magazine,” together with countless tracts and pamphlets, 
~ such as “How to Make a Confession,” “The Use of the 
Rosary,” “Holy Water, its History and Use,” etc. 

One of these tracts, written by “Father” Shirley C. 
Hughson, of the Order of the Holy Cross, entitled “Our 
Beloved Dead,” contains this statement: 

“There are great considerations which teach us as 
nothing else can the duty, the privilege, and the joy 
of praying for our Holy Dead. If our efforts can avail 
to lift them out of the shadows of Purgatory into the 
perfect light of God, out of the pain of separation from 
Him into the bliss of His realized presence, we cannot 
but recognize prayer for the Dead as a duty to our 
-loved ones.” 

In order to push its propaganda, preparatory to the 
struggle which must inevitably take place in the next Gen- 
eral Convention between it and those who would preserve 
the Protestant Episcopal Church, the “Catholic” Party has 
established a suite of offices in the Metropolitan Life In- 
surance Building, in New York, in connection with which 
it has organized a speakers’ bureau. 


HOW THE CATHOLIC PARTY WORKS. 


At this point it is interesting to note the similarity of 
procedure on the part of the adherents of the “Catholic” 
(or “Back to Rome’) Movement in both the English and 
American Churches. 

In both, the method pursued has been the same, and, in 
point of time, has proceeded in a most significant parallel. . 
Through private teaching by “Catholic” Clergy, the opera- 
tions of these various secret and semi-secret societies and 
the judicious distribution of literature, a sufficient follow- 
ing was developed to open the way for the next step. 
This took the form of an agitation for the “Enrichment 
and Improvement” of the liturgy of the Church, or a 
“Revision” of the Prayer Book. These “revisions” are at 
the present time the subject of a bitter controversy in the 
English Church. From the Journal of the proceedings of 
the General Convention of the American Church during its 
last several sessions it will be observed that precisely the - 
same agitation has invaded our own highest ecclesiastical 
legislative body. 
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For an able and masterly expose of the machinations 
of the “Catholic” Party in this matter of Prayer Book 
“revision” in the General Convention of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church, reference is made to the pamphlet writ- 
ten by Rev. Edward McCrady, entitled “The Proposed Re- 
vision of the Book of Common Prayer,” published by the 
Prayer Book Papers joint Committee, New York. 

That this proposed “Enrichment and Improvement” of 
the Prayer Book in the Church in the United States is of 
“Catholic” origin is established beyond successful contra- 
diction. In its issue of May 23, 1925, “The Churchman” 
(N. Y.) reports the address of Dr. Delaney, Associate Rec- 
tor of the Church of St. Mary the Virgin, New York, at 
the Church Congress, held at St. Louis, a few days before. 
In that address, Dr. Delaney, one of the leaders of the 
“Catholic” Movement, in speaking of the process of “re- 
vision” of the Prayer Book, said: 

“A good deal of burglary took place at the Reforma- 
tion. The burglars made more than one trip. The first 
Prayer Book of Edward the Sixth took away much that 
was precious; the second took away more. The first 
book left the Canon of the Mass, the great prayer which 
has come down from the fifth century almost intact. 
The revision of 1552 tampered with that very seriously. 
All subsequent revisions have sought to restore some of 
it. So does this revision (the one then before the Gen- 
eral Convention). We are grateful, but we would like 
more.” ; 

Classing the Divinely inspired leaders of the Reforma- 
tion with outlaws is a fair illustration of the “Catholic” 
attitude towards that great triumph of spiritual liberty. 

These facts must demonstrate to any reasonable mind 
that the whole “Catholic” Movement, in both the English 
and American Churches, has been conducted in accord- 
ance with a uniform and carefully prearranged plan. 


A BLOW AT THE CHURCH’S FAITH. 


In the latter part of April, 1925, there was held at Phila- 
delphia a “Convention of Catholic Priests,” at which the 
plan was doubtless laid and perfected for the attack on 
the Church which was made at the New Orleans session of 
the General Convention, in October, of that year, now to 
be stated. 

That attack came in the form of a resolution, introduced 
by Mr. Frederick Morehouse, Editor of the “Living 
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Church,” in the House of Deputies, that Article X of the 
Constitution of the Church be so amended as to eliminate 
from the Prayer Book and drop the Articles of Religion. 
This resolution, to the amazement of the whole Protestant 
world, passed both the House of Deputies and the House 
of Bishops, but must lie over until the next General Con- 
vention for final action. 

This proposal to drop the Articles of Religion squarely 
raises the issue as to whether this Church shall remain 
Protestant, that is, denying the doctrines of the Mass, 
Purgatory, Invocation of Saints, Worship of Images and 
Relics, Worship of the Virgin, Auricular Confession, etc., 
- or whether it shall be “Catholic” (in the perverted accepta- 
tion of that term), that is, embracing all of these Roman 
doctrines and teachings. 

In 1801, the Church, at its General Convention, expressly 
adopted the Articles of Religion by Constitutional provi- 
sion, for Article X reads: 


“The Book of Common Prayer and Administration of 
the Sacraments and other Rites and Ceremonies of the 
Church, together with the Psalter or Psalms of David, 
the Form and Manner of Making, Ordaining and Conse- 
crating Bishops, Priests and Deacons, the Form of Con- 
secration of a Church or Chapel, the Office of Institution 
of Ministers, and Articles of Religion, as now established 
or hereafter amended by authority of this Church, shall 
be in use in all of the Dioceses and Missionary Districts 
of this Church. No alteration thereof or addition thereto 
shall be made unless the same shall be first proposed in 
one Triennial meeting of the General Convention, and by 
a resolve thereof sent within six months to the Secretary 
of the Convention of every Diocese, to be made known 
to the Diocesan Convention at its next meeting, and be 
adopted by the General Convention at its next succeeding 
triennial meeting by a majority of the whole number of 
Bishops, and by a majority of the Clerical and Lay Dep- 
uties of all the Dioceses entitled to representation in the 
House of Deputies, voting by Orders.” 


BURY THE ARTICLES AND CLEAR THE ROAD 


TO ROME. | 
Why the proposed amendment of this section of the 
Constitution so as to drop the Articles? 
Looking to these Articles, it will be observed that they 
contain the following: 
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Article XIX: “As the Church of Jerusalem, Alexan- 
dria and Antioch have erred, so also the Church of Rome 
hath erred, not only in their living and manner of cere- 
monies, but also in matters of faith.” 


Article XXII: “The Romish doctrine concerning Purg- 
atory, Pardons, Worshipping and Adoration, as well of 
Images as of Relics, and also Invocation of Saints, is a 
fond thing, vainly invented and grounded upon no war- 
ranty of Scripture, but rather repugnant to the Word of 
God.” | 


Article XXV: ‘There are two Sacraments ordained of 
Christ our 1 ord in the Gospel, that is to say, Baptism 
and the Supper of the Lord.” 


Article XXVIII: ‘“Transubstantiation (or the change 
of the substance of Bread and Wine) in the Supper of 
the Lord cannot be proved by Holy Writ, but is repug- 
nant to the plain words of Scripture, overthroweth the 
nature of a Sacrament, and hath given occasion to many 
superstitions. . . . The Sacrament of the Lord’s Sup- 
per was not by Christ’s ordinance reserved, carried 
about, lifted up or worshipped.” 


Article XXXI: “The sacrifice of Masses, in which 
it was commonly said that the Priest did offer Christ 
for the quick and the dead, to have remission of pain or 
guilt, were blasphemous fables and dangerous deceits.” 


The statement is frequently made by “Catholic” Clergy 
and laity that these Articles of Religion are regarded by 
the Church as obsolete and that the Clergy are not required 
to accept or subscribe to them. This statement is wholly 
without foundation. 


THE MAGNA CHARTA OF OUR FAITH. 


By Constitutional enactment, these Articles are expressly 
made a part of the doctrinal law of the Church, which fact 
gives rise to the very effort to eliminate them. Article VIII 
of the Constitution provides that no person shall be or- 
dained Bishop, Priest or Deacon unless he shall subscribe 
and make the following declaration: 

“I do believe the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New 
Testaments to be the Word of God, and to contain all 
things necessary to salvation; and I do solemnly engage 
to conform to the Doctrine, Discipline and Worship of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States 
of America.” 
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LAW DEFIED, VOWS BROKEN AND ROMAN 
DOCTRINE TAUGHT. 


As the direct result of this “Catholic” invasion of the 
Church, in many Parishes, and in open contempt and de- 
fiance of these Constitutional provisions, and in open con- 
tempt and defiance of the “Doctrine, Discipline and Wor- 
ship of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United 
States of America,” the Sacrament is Reserved, Transub- 
stantiation is taught and the Sacrament worshipped, 
Masses, “High,” “Low” and “Requiem,” are said, the doc- 
trine of seven Sacraments is taught, Worship of the Virgin 
is inculcated, Auricular Confession is practiced, during the 
Communion Service unauthorized prayers are mumbled 
soto voce by the celebrant so as to be inaudible to the 
congregation, and the services are made to conform so 
nearly to those of the Church of Rome as that persons of 
ordinary intelligence are scarcely able to distinguish one 
from the other. The “Holy Cross Magazine” issues a 
pamphlet entitled, “The Traveler’s Guide to Mass,” in 
which are listed more than 300 Parishes in different parts 
of the country in which Mass is said and Confessions are 
heard, giving the hours of each. 

_ Of course, this state of affairs could not much longer 
exist without the offenders running afoul of the law, and, 
obviously, the remedy was to do away with the law. 


THE ARTICLES A BAR TO UNION WITH ROME. 


What is the real purpose of the “Catholic” Party in the 
Church?” 

This question can be very definitely answered from their 
own published declarations, which preclude any possi- 
bility of successful denial. 

Turning now to the English organs, or publications, of 
the “Catholic,” or “Back to Rome,” advocates, we find that, 
as early as 1864, the “Church Review,” in its issue of 
November 12th of that year, at page 1127, said: 

“Of all the obstacles and hindrances to reunicn with 
Rome, probably the greatest is that rather unwieldy 
combination known as the Thirty-nine Articles, some- 
what facetiously called the ‘Forty stripes save one.’” 
In its issue of August 21, 1867, at page 367, the “Church 

News” said: 

“Almost all sincere Reunionists would allow that 

whatever temporary advantages accrued from the setting 
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forth of the Thirty-nine Articles three centuries ago, 
very great permanent disadvantages have followed from 
their continued retention in the English Church since. 
They have done little good at home and untold mischief 
abroad, . . . and do more to render the idea of cor- 
porate Reunion impracticable than anything alse.” 


In the “Union Review for 1870, at page 289, this state- 
ment appears: 


“By way of suggesting something practicable our- 
selves, we will in this paper recommend, as a first essen- 
tial preliminary towards the Reunion with Christendom, 
the total abolition of the Thirty-nine Articles.” 


In the issue of the “Guardian” of August 24, 1892, at: 
page 1251, will be found a letter from Rev. H. H. Henson, 
who, while drawing his stipend from the Church, says: 


“The half abrogated. Articles, ‘cracked and strained by 
three centuries of evasive ingenuity,’ are rather trashy 
foundation for anything.” 


It is a well-known fact that the “Catholic,” or “Back to 
Rome,” Party in the English Church, represented therein 
by Lord Halifax, has long been engaged in negotiations 
at Malines, in Belgium, with Prelates of the Roman Church 
looking towards union of the Church of England with that 
of Rome, and a letter from the late Cardinal Mercier, re- 
lating to this matter, was recently published by the “Liv- 
ing Church,” with the following introduction by its London 
correspondent: 


“A very fine piece of Christian statesmanship has re- 
cently been provided by the publication of two letters by 
Lord Halifax in the ‘Times,’ from the late Cardinal 
Mercier to the Archbishop of Canterbury.” 


In October, 1925, there was held at New Haven, Conn., a 
“Catholic Congress,” at which one of the principal speak- 
ers was “Father” Shirley C. Hughson, of the Order of the 
Holy Cross, who read a paper, published in pamphlet form 
by the Order, in which he made the statement that this 
Church has nothing fundamentally in common with the 
Protestant bodies around us, which statement, when an- 
alyzed, simply means that, according to this conception— 
and he spoke for his Party—the Church repudiates the 
principles of the Reformation; that Protestanism, and 
therefore Protestants, (meaning those who decline to ac- 
cept Mass, Confession, Invocation of Saints, etc.), have no 
place in the Church. 
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“CATHOLICS” WOULD ROMANIZE THE CHURCH AND 
SUBJECT IT TO ROME. 


In its issue of November 14th, 1925, immediately after 
the General Convention of that year, the “Living Church” 
said editorially: 


“When General Convention took, almost unanimously, 
the first step towards dropping the Thirty-nine Articles 
from the Prayer Book, it was, we believe, the first time 
that one of the Major communions of Christendom has 
acted in regard to its own standards in the interest of 
unity, . . . This Church has begun to reform itself 
in the interest of unity.” 


If, as stated by Mr. Hughson, this Church has nothing 
in common with the Protestant bodies around it, with 
whom does the “Living Church” propose that it unite? 
Certainly not with any of the Protestant bodies with 
which “Catholics” say it has nothing in common. With 
whom, then, is it suggested that we unite? 

In a letter to Bishop Seaman, of North Texas, under 
date of August 7, 1926, copy of which was sent to Bishops 
and Clergy, “Father” John A. Staunton, one of the fore- 
most exponents of “Catholic” propaganda in the Church, 
says that the order of the Holy Cross: 


“For half a century has taught the whole Catholic 
faith and largely been instrumental in bringing back the 
Mass, Confession, Prayers for the Dead, Invocation of 
Saints, the Hail Mary, and the use of the Rosary; indeed 
everything which pertains to the practice of the whole 
Catholic Religion.” 

The word “Catholic,” as used by Mr. Staunton, embraces 
all of the doctrines and practices abandoned at the Refor- 
mation. 


ROMANIZERS DECLARE WAR ON ALL TRUE > 
EPISCOPALIANS. 


In October, 1926, there was held, at Milwaukee, Wis., a 
second “Catholic Congress,” at which Prof. Tinker, of Yale 
University, speaking again for the “Catholic” Party, said, 
“We know what we want and we are determined to have it.” 

What “Catholics” want is well illustrated and demon- 
strated by the spectacle of Clergy, attired in trappings en- 
tirely alien to the practice of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, kneeling and kissing the Episcopal ring of the 
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Presiding Bishop of the Church at this “Catholic Con- 
gress,” and a picture of which ceremony appeared in late 
issues of several church papers. 


Is it at all unreasonable to believe that when the Articles 
of Religion shall have been eliminated and the “Catholic” 
Party shall have gained control of the governing body of 
the Church, legislation will follow substituting these Ro- 
man doctrines and practices, including compulsory con- 
fession to a Priest as a prerequisite to the Communion, for 
the present Doctrine, Discipline and Worship of the 
Church? 


Thus, the “Catholic” Party has boldly declared war on 
all who decline to yield to its dictates and surrender those 
principles sacredly regarded by the Church in America 
for a hundred and twenty-five years as the very founda- 
tion of its freedom from medieval superstition and sacer- 
dotal oppression and slavery. 


The expression is often heard, even from Protestants, 
that the adherents of the “Catholic” Movement are sincere 
in the belief that they are rendering God and the Church a 
real service. This may be true, but, if those engaged in 
that Movement sincerely believe that they are rendering 
the Church a real service by driving from it those to whom 
it has represented for more than a hundred years that it 
is Protestant, as well as Episcopal, and who have labored 
and sacrificed to contribute by far the greater portion of 
the vast sums represented by its properties and expended 
in its missions, the character of sincerity they thus dis- 
play will not appeal to the great majority of the mem- 
bership of the Church. 


What has been the result of this “Catholic” invasion of 
the Church? In many places Parishes have been almost 
wrecked, and persons, in alarming numbers, are drifting 
away from the Church. 


In some quarters the fatuous suggestion is heard that 
this is an “inclusive Church,” and that there is room in it 
for both “Catholic” and Protestant; but slight reflection 
will demonstrate that the two schools of thought cannot 
co-exist in one and the same Church; it must be one or the 
other. The same Church cannot say Mass and Worship 
the Virgin in New York and condemn both in California, 
nor can it teach Reservation and Adoration of the Sacra- 
ment in Texas and repudiate the same things in Michigan. 
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That this is the view of the “Catholic” Party, and that 
it is determined to bring about a division in the Church 
is thoroughly established by its own utterances. 

Speaking for the English “Catholics,’ Mr. Dark, Edi- 
tor of the “Church Times,” in an interview published in 
the “Churchman,” N. Y., recently said: 


“T agree that Catholicism and Protestantism are two 
different religions. I do not see how our Church can 
permanently include both.” 


In a sermon in the Summer of 1926, quoted in the Feb- 
ruary 26, 1927, issue of the “Southern Churchman,” 
“Father” Shirley C. Hughson, of the Order of the Holy 
Cross, said: 

“Also we contend for the Presence of Jesus Christ 
in His Sacrament on the altars of our Churches, and 
with all charity, we decline to accept any compromise. 
or accommodation regarding this practice.” 


What additional notice do Protestant Episcopalians 
require of the intentions of the “Catholic” Party? 


The inquiry is often made as to why, if “Catholics” are 
not satisfied with the Church as it is, they do not leave it 
and go where they can find a more congenial religious 
atmosphere. Their answer is that, for reasons of their 
own, they intend to make this Church “Catholic.” When 
asked what provision there is to be, when the Church shall 
have been made “Catholic,” for those who cannot accept 
their doctrines and teachings, no reply is forthcoming. 


The Church must put a speedy end to this “Catholic,” or 
Romeward, Movement or disintegration is inevitable. 


THE ROMANIZERS ARE THE AGRESSORS. 


The issue is at hand and must be met, whether members 
of the Church desire to meet it or not. That issue has 
been forced upon the Church by the “Catholic” Party. If 
there is to be a division in the Church, the responsibility 
therefor must rest upon those who have deliberately 
brought about the controversy. Whenever objection is 
made to the proceedings of “Catholic” Clergy, their refuge 
is in the misleading and unfounded statement that the ob- 
jectors are creating a “disturbance” in the Church, where- 
as, the actual truth is that the disturbance has been 
brought about by these same “Catholic” Clergy themselves. 

That it is the deliberate purpose of the “Catholic” Party 
to create a split in the Church is further evidenced by the 
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declaration of “Father” John A. Staunton, in a letter under 
date of September 15, 1926, to Rev. Edw. M. McGuffey 
published in the November, 1926, issue of “The Chronicle,” 
in which letter Mr. Staunton said: 
“Regret it or not, we must recognize that a split is 
ultimately inevitable.” 


THE LAITY MUST ACT OR THE CHURCH IS LOST. 


If, when the threatened “split” comes, the “Catholic” 
Party shall, because of the indifference cf the laity, have 
gained control of the governmental machinery of the 
Church, the fate of its Clergy Pension Fund and its other 
moneys and properties is not left to imagination. 

The question is frequently asked, “Why do not the 
Bishops and Clergy who are loyal to the Church take 
action?” A few years ago certain faithful Bishops and 
' Clergy did undertake to organize to prevent this destruc- 
tive “Catholic” Movement, but the laity committed a most 
unfortunate error, in that, without taking time to investi- 
gate, they jumped at the conclusion that it was merely a 
controversy between the Clergy over theological questions 
and declined to take steps to prevent what has now be- 
come a serious menace. The Bishops and Clergy, there- 
fore, have a right to expect that laymen, if they value their 
Church, shall arise to the defence of their heritage. 

The fate of the Church rests with its laity. The spiritual 
home has been attacked by those who would destroy it by 
the subversion of its Constitution and by a complete alter- 
ation of its doctrine, discipline and worship, and the time 
has come when those of the household must defend it or 
see it taken from them. 

As was recently said by a great Bishop of the Church 
to his Diocesan Convention: 


“There seems little question but that the constitutional 
character of our Church and its essentially American 
traditions are threatened. If we lose our Protestant 
heritage as well as our Apostolic simplicity, we may as 
well abandon all hope of ever serving as the Church of 
the Reconciliation in a divided Christendom. 

‘The time has come for us to make our choice. The 
laity are pretty well of one mind. The great majority 
believe in the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United 
States of America, and in our American Book of Com- 
mon Prayer. But the time has come when they must be 
willing to make sacrifices to preserve both. Otherwise, 
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we may awake to find the Church of our fathers gone, 
our church buildings housing those who loathe the Ref- 
ormation and revile the very name of the Church which 
is their spiritual mother, men who have forgotten our 
fathers and the Constitution they brought forth. We 
may attend our Church to find the Prayer Book dis- 
placed and strange Masses uttered by strangely attired 
Clergy. Lest we forget, let us always remember that, 
otherwise, we may bury the living, loving, radiant Jesus 
beneath the dead weight of punctilious ceremonial, and 
the American Church be laid to rest beside that of the 
ancient Pharisees.” 


THE LAITY MUST ORGANIZE TO SAVE THE CHURCH. 


The only practicable way to defend the household is by 
organization, to the end that only those loyal to the Church, 
in its present integrity, be sent as delegates to Diocesan 
Conventions, which Conventions elect representatives to 
the General Convention. 


Protestants are being lulled into a false sense of security 
by the “Catholic” statement that there is no danger of any 
change in the doctrine or practice of the Church, while, 
night and day, their organizations are at werk to that very 
end, and their publications so declare in plain language. 


The National Church League, of which Right Rev. Robert 
L. Harris, Bishop of Marquette, is President, and Rev. Alex 
G. Cummins, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., is Secretary, is the 
organized agency through which opposition is being ex- 
pressed to the destruction of the Church. Chapters of the 
League are being steadily formed in various parts of the 
Country, notwithstanding violent criticism emanating from 
“Catholic” Clergy, and, as information of the danger is 
disseminated, the laity are rising to meet it. 

Through “The Chronicle,’ Poughkeepsie, N. Y., the 
“Southern Churchman,” Richmond, Va., and “The Church- 
man,’ New York, correct information may be gained as 
to what is transpiring in the Church. 

No statement herein contained is intended, in any sense. 
as a criticism of, or reflection upon, the Roman Catholic 
Church or its members, for whose right to worship in ac- 
cordance with the dictates of their own conscience the 
writer entertains the most profound respect. 

What is here said is intended, however, as a solemn 
protest against the actions of those who seek the destruc- 
tion of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United 
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States of America by the subversion of its Constitution, 
Doctrine, Discipline and Worship. 

As aptly stated in a recent letter by an able Professor of 
an Eastern University, “Unless vigorous measures are 
adopted, the Episcopal Church, as we have known it, 
is doomed.” ; 

May Almighty God, who inspired and sustained the im- 
mortal leaders of the Reformation, grant to every loyal 
member of the Church the courage to stand firm in the 
faith of our forefathers and a steadfast determination that, 
through prayer and organized effort, there may be pre- 
served to us and to the generations to come the glorious 
liberty, won at the Reformation by untold sacrifice of 
blood and treasure, wherewith Christ hath made us free 
from darkness, superstition and sacerdotal oppression. 


C. L. MARSILLIOT, 
Exchange Building, 
Memphis, Tenn. 
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